The opinion in support of the decision being entered today 
is not binding precedent of the Board. 



Filed by: Hubert C. Lorin 

Administrative Patent Judge 
Box Interference 
Washington, D.C. 20231 
Tel: 703-308-9797 
Fax: 703-308-6200 

UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 



BEFORE THE BOARD OF PATENT APPEALS 
AND INTERFERENCES 



ANDREW S. KATOCS, JR., ELWOOD LARGIS AND SOTIRIOS K. KARATHANAS 

Junior Party 1 , 
v. 

RONALD M. EVANS, DAVID J. MANGELSDORF, RICHARD A. HEYMAN, 
MARCUS F. BOEHM, GREGOR EICHELE AND CHRISTINA THALER 

Senior Party 

MAILED 



Patent Interference No. 103,931 



JUDGMENT 



CAROFF, HANLON, and LORIN, Administrative Patent Judges . 
LORIN, Administrative Patent Judge . 



1 Application 07/860,814, filed March 31, 1992, now US 5,219,888. Assignors to American Cyanamid 
Company. 

2 Application 08/482,737, filed June 7, 1995. Accorded the benefit of application 08/244,857, filed June 
14, 1994, 08/809,980, filed December 18, 1991, now abandoned, and PCT US92/11214, filed December 
18, 1992. Assignors to The Salk Institute for Biological Studies, Baylor College of Medicine, and Ligand 
Pharmaceuticals, Inc. 



Filed 

September 19, 2002 



Paper No^fiff^ 

7 



SEP 2 0 2Q& 

PAT. A T.M. OFFICE 
KURD OF PATENT APPEALS 
^^INTERFERENCES 



Patent Interference No. 103,931 



Page 2 



This is a judgment pursuant to 37 C.F.R. §1. 662(a). 

A Joint Supplemental Preliminary Motion filed under 37 C.F.R. §1. 633(c) (Paper 
No. 48) to redefine the interference has been granted-in-part (Paper No. 54) and, as a 
consequence, the interference has been redeclared (Paper No. 55). The interference is 
now in a condition consistent with the parties' Concessions of Priority (Paper Nos. 39 
and 40) based on their settlement agreement (Paper No. 30). Since a concession of 
priority as to a count will be treated as a request for entry of an adverse judgment 
against a party as to all claims which correspond to the count ( see 37 C.F.R. 
§1. 662(a)), judgment is hereby awarded as follows: 

JUDGMENT as to the subject matter of Count B is hereby awarded to Evans et 
al., the senior party, and against Katocs et al. Accordingly, Evans et al., the senior 
party, is entitled to Claim 30 of their Application and Katocs et al., the junior party, is not 
entitled to the subject matter of Claim 1 of their Patent corresponding to Count B. 
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